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TO  THE 


RIGHT  REVEREND  THE  BISHOPS 

OF  THE 

PROTESTANT  EPISCOPAL  CHURCH 

IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA: 


Right  Reverend  Fathers, 

Circumstances  having  recently  occurred  which  have  involved 
a  number  of  the  parishioners  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,  Burlington, 
New  Jersey,  in  controversy  with  their  Rector,  (the  Bishop  of  the 
Diocese,)  which  has  been  made  the  occasion  of  much  misrepre¬ 
sentation,  the  undersigned  deem  it  necessary,  in  justice  to  them¬ 
selves  and  those  whose  opinions  they  represent,  to  bring  the 
following  correspondence  to  your  notice. 

On  the  22d  day  of  June  last,  a  communication,  of  which  the 
following  is  a  copy,  was  addressed  to  the  vestry  of  the  Church  : 

To  the  Wardens  and  Vestry  of  St.  Mary’s  Church ,  Burlington, 

J\rew  Jersey : 

Gentlemen, — 

The  subscribers,  communicants,  members,  pew-holders  or 
attendants  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,  respectfully  represent  to  your 
body,  that  reports  greatly  inimical  to  the  moral  character  of  the 
Rector  of  St.  Mary’s  Church  are  rife  in  this  community,  and 
throughout  a  wide  extent  of  our  country  :  and  that  these  reports 
are  seriously  injurious  in  their  influence  to  the  welfare  of  the 
Church  :  and  that  if  there  is  no  foundation  in  truth  for  them, 
measures  should  be  used  for  their  suppression  and  his  vindication. 
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They  therefore  earnestly  request  of  you  as  the  conservators  of 
the  interests  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,  to  take  efficient  action  for 
the  impartial  and  thorough  investigation  of  the  subject,  as  the 
necessity  of  the  case  demands.  They  feel  assured  that  nothing 
less  will  satisfy  a  large  majority  of  the  citizens  of  Burlington, 
who  are  members  or  attendants  of  the  Church,  whose  views  the 
subscribers  represent. 

CHAS.  ELLIS, 

E.  E.  BOUD1NOT, 

J.  B.  TUFT, 

M.  KNOWLTON, 

D.  B.  TRIMBLE, 

ALEX.  A.  LARZELERE, 
WM.  LARZELERE. 

In  answer  to  this,  the  following  was  received  : 

Burlington,  July  5th,  1855. 

To  Dn.  Chas.  Ellis,  E.  E.  Boudinot,  Esq.,  Dr.  Tuft,  Capt. 
Knowlton,  Dr.  I).  B.  Trimrle,  Alex.  Larzelere,  and 
Wm.  Larzelere,  Esqs. 

Gentlemen — 

The  petition  signed  by  you  as  “  members,  pew-holders  or 
attendants  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,  in  the  City  of  Burlington,” 
addressed  to  the  Wardens  and  Vestry  of  said  Church,  represent¬ 
ing  that  reports  greatly  inimical  to  the  moral  character  of  the 
Rector  of  said  Church  are  rife  in  the  community,  and  demand¬ 
ing  that  the  said  Wardens  and  Vestry  take  efficient  action  for  a 
prompt  and  thorough  investigation,  has  been  duly  received. 

At  an  informal  conference  had  by  gentlemen  belonging  to  the 
vestry  of  the  Church,  on  Monday  evening,  (July  2d,)  the  said 
petition  Avas  read  :  but  inasmuch  as  it  contained  merely  asser¬ 
tions  in  reference  to  the  existence  of  rumors  and  reports  injurious 
to  the  moral  character  of  said  Rector,  it  wTas  determined  that 
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nothing  contained  therein  called  for  any  formal  action  of  the 
Vestry  in  the  premises.  A  paper  like  the  petition,  merely  giving 
utterance  to  rumors,  without  stating  the  nature  and  character  of 
those  rumors,  save  only  what  may  be  embraced  in  the  general 
assertion  that  they  are  “  inimical  to  the  moral  character  of  the 
Rector,”  “injurious  in  their  influence  on  the  welfare  of  the 
Church,”  and  “demanding  impartial  and  thorough  investigation,” 
was  not  considered  as  a  document  calling  for  any  such  action  at 
the  hands  of  the  Vestry  as  is  therein  prayed  for.  Rut,  inasmuch 
as  the  strong  and  decided  language  of  the  petition  appeared  to 
indicate  that  you,  the  petitioners,  placed  some  faith  in  the 
rumors  alleged  to  be  “so  rife  in  the  community,”  it  was  thought 
advisable  to  demand  of  you  the  nature  and  character  of  those 
rumors,  the  scope  and  pertinency  of  the  evidence  upon  which 
such  rumors  are  based — and,  if  it  is  possible,  the  names  of  the 
witnesses  by  whose  testimony  they  can  be  substantiated.  The 
Rector  of  the  Church,  whose  character  is  alleged  to  be  so 
seriously  affected  by  such  rumors,  has  a  right  to  demand  that 
those  who  have  the  boldness  to  allude  to  them,  shall  manifest  an 
equal  boldness  in  giving  them  substance  and  shape  when  called 
upon  so  to  do.  He  has  the  right  to  demand  that  he  shall  be 
confronted,  face  to  face,  with  those  whose  allegations — malicious, 
thoughtless,  or  otherwise — have  originated  those  rumors,  now 
alleged  to  be  “so  rife  in  the  community,”  to  the  serious  detri¬ 
ment  of  his  character. 

A  copy  of  the  petition,  together  with  a  statement  of  the  pro- 
ceeedings  had  upon  the  same,  have  this  day  been  sent  to  the 
Bishop  of  the  diocese  and  Rector  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,  in  order 
that  he  may  be  fully  informed,  and  take  such  action  as  the  emer¬ 
gency  of  the  case  may  seem  to  him  to  justify. 

You  will  note  that  there  has  not  been,  and  could  not  be  under 
the  circumstances,  any  formal  meeting  of  the  Vestry.  Whenever 


the  rumors  shall  take  definite  form  and  shape,  the  Vestry,  you 
may  rest  assured,  will  not  hesitate  to  take  such  prompt  action 
as  their  position  as  officers  of  the  Church  demands.  They  will- 
shrink  from  no  responsibility  and  spare  no  exertions  in  securing 
a  full,  fair  and  impartial  investigation  of  such  charges  as  may  be 
preferred  affecting  the  good  name  and  fame  of  the  Rector  of  St» 
Mary’s  Church. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be  your  ob’t  serv’ts. 


T  A  1\  IT  D  O  ''ST?  nr  *  t  x 


To  this  was  replied  as  follows  r 

To  Messrs.  Wall,  Grub  and  Engle,  Committee. 
Gentlemen  : 

We  have  received  your  communication  of  this  date,  demand¬ 
ing  of  us  the  nature  of  the  rumors  alluded  to  in  our  request  to 
the  Vestry  in  regard  to  the  Rector  of  St.  Mary's  Church,  and  the 
evidence  we  possess  in  relation  thereto.  We  are  prepared  to 
have  an  interview  with  the  Committee,  and  state  the  rumors  and 
name  our  informants,  at  such  time  and  place  as  you  may- 
designate. 

We  are,  respectfully,  your  ob’l  serv’ts. 


CHARLES  ELLIS, 
E.  E.  BOUDINOT, 
D.  B.  TRIMBLE, 
M.  KNOWLTON, 
J.  B.  TUFT, 


ALEX.  A.  LARZELEKEL 
WM.  LARZELERE. 


July  5,  !8o5. 
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In  pursuance  of  this  offer,  the  signers  (with  the  exception  of 
one,  accidentally  detained)  met  the  Committee  of  the  Vestry,  by 
appointment  of  its  chairman,  at  his  office,  on  the  evening  of  July 
7th,  prepared  to  give  the  information  which  had  been  demanded 
of  them  ;  but  were  met  by  the  statement  that  the  Committee  had 
discovered  that  a  canon*  of  the  Church  barred  any  action  by  the 
Vestry  in  the  premises.  The  Committee  accordingly  refused  to 
hear  any  statement  from  the  petitioners.  They,  however, 
informed  them  that  the  Rector  had  called  a  meeting  of  the  Vestry 
for  July  9th,  it  was  understood,  with  reference  to  this  subject ; 
and  promised  to  make  them  acquainted  with  the  result.  No  offi¬ 
cial  information  on  the  subject,  however,  was  obtained  until 


*  This  canon  was  understood  to  be  the  37th  of  1832  : 

CANON  XXXVII.  Of  Offences  for  which  Ministers  shall  be  tried  and  punished. 

Sec.  1.  Every  minister  shall  be  liable  to  presentment  and  trial  for  any 
crime  or  gross  immorality,  for  disorderly  conduct,  for  drunkenness,  for  pro¬ 
fane  swearing,  for  frequenting  places  most  liable  to  be  abused  to  licentious¬ 
ness,  and  for  violation  of  the  Constitution  or  Canons  of  this  Church,  or  of  the 
diocese  to  which  he  belongs ;  and,  on  being  found  guilty,  he  shall  be  admo¬ 
nished,  suspended  or  degraded,  according  to  the  canons  of  the  diocese  in  which 
the  trial  takes  place,  until  otherwise  provided  for  by  the  General  Convention. 

Sec  2.  If  any  minister  of  this  Church  shall  be  accused  by  public  rumor  of 
discontinuing  all  exercise  of  the  ministerial  office  without  lawfnl  cause,  or  of 
living  in  the  habitual  disuse  of  public  worship,  or  of  the  Holy  Euehacist,  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  offices  of  this  Church,  or  of  being  guilty  of  scandalous,  dis¬ 
orderly  or  immoral  conduct,  or  of  violating  the  canons,  or  preaching  or  incul¬ 
cating  heretical  doctrine,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Bishop,  or,  if  there  be  no 
Bishop,  the  clerical  members  of  the  Standing  Committee,  to  see  that  an 
inquiry  be  instituted  as  to  the  truth  of  such  public  rumor.  And  in  case  of 
the  individual  being  proceeded  against  and  convicted,  according  to  such 
rules  or  process  as  may  be  provided  by  the  Conventions  of  the  respective 
dioceses,  he  shall  be  admonished,  suspended  or  degraded,  as  the  nature  of 
She  case  may  require,  in  conformity  with  their  respective  Constitutions  and 
Canons. 
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July  27th,  when  the  following  communication  was  received  from 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  : 

Burlington,  July  26th ,  1855, 
Dr.  Chas.  Ellis,  et  als.,  Petitioners. 

Gentlemen  : — Enclosed  you  will  please  note  copies  of  th^ 
letter  addressed  to  Bishop  Doane  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  appointed  at  an  informal  meeting  of  the  Yestry,  and  his 
reply  to  the  same. 

We  think  that  the  Bishop  is  legally  correct  in  stating  that 
there  were  strictly  “  no  proceedings”  had  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Yestry  called  by  him.  The  admitted  absence  of  any  power  in 
said  Vestry  to  act  upon  the  prayer  of  the  Petition,  rendered  any 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Bishop  by  way  of  explanation  or 
advice  as  to  his  legal  rights,  or  the  extent  of  the  power  of 
the  Vestry  in  the  premises,  entirely  unnecessary.  You  will 
note  that  the  Bishop  alleges  he  called  the  Yestry  together  for 
a  specific  object,  viz.,  to  use  his  own  language,  “  as  the  next 
friend  of  the  Vestry  to  point  out  their  errors those  errors 
consisting;  in  this,  “  that  an  informal  meeting;  of  members  of  the 
Yestry  had  pledged  them  to  a  course  of  action  in  a  certain 
event  indicated  by  them,,  and  that  a  course  of  action  for  which 
the  Vestry  do  not  exist,  and  to  which  they  are  not  competent.”' 
As  the  pointing  out  of  these  errors  was  the  sole  object  for  which 
the  Bishop  had  called  the  meeting,  of  course  an  admission  made  by 
the  Yestry  of  their  want  of  legal  power  under  the  canon  to  investi¬ 
gate,  rendered  any  “  proceedings”  unnecessary.  The  object  of 
the  meeting  was  accomplished,  and  from  that  moment,  to  use 
the  language  of  the  Bishop,  it  was  nothing  more  than  a  con¬ 
ference  between  Pastor  and  Vestry.  Accepting  then  this  phrase, 
as  used  by  the  Bishop,  we  will  state  in  brief  what  took  place  at 
such  conference. 
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The  chairman  of  the  committee  appointed  at  the  informal 
meeting  of  the  Vestry,  stated  to  the  Bishop,  that  the  allegation 
of  the  petitioners,  that  rumors  greatly  inimical  to  his  moral 
character  were  rife  in  the  community,  and  throughout  a  wide 
extent  of  country,  was  undoubtedly  true — and  that  in  all  kind¬ 
ness,  speaking  for  himself  and  he  believed  for  a  majority  of  that 
Vestry,  he  conceived  the  Bishop  owed  it  to  his  high  position  in 
the  church,  to  the  parish  in  which  he  ministered,  and  to  his 
character  as  a  man,  to  submit  to  an  investigation ;  if  it  could 
not  be  formal,  according  to  the  canon,  then  informal  and  outside 
the  canon.  In  answer  to  this,  we  understood  the  Bishop  to  say, 
that  he  doubted  as  to  such  prevalence  of  disquietude  in  the 
parish,  as  the  petitioners  represented :  not  questioning  their 
veracity,  but  their  accuracy ;  but  he  did  not  impute  unworthy 
motives  to  the  petitioners — although  he  denied  the  right  of  some 
who  had  signed  said  petition,  and  who  were  neither  communi¬ 
cants,  pew-holders,  or  attendants  at  St.  Mary’s  church,  to  speak 
for  that  congregation,  or  to  ask  such  action  at  the  hands  of  the 
Vestry  as  that  prayed  for.  As  to  investigation,  he  wished  it 
was  in  the  power  of  that  Vestry  to  investigate.  lie  would 
most  cheerfully  submit  any  cause  in  which  he  was  interested  to 
their  hands.  But  in  submitting  to  an  investigation  where  inves¬ 
tigation  was  not  authorized,  he  might  compromise  the  rights  of 
others.  The  canons  provided  no  way  in  which  a  Bishop  could 
call  for  an  investigation  ;  and  for  him  to  do  it,  would  be  to 
establish  a  precedent  against  the  next  Bishop  who  should  be 
falsely  accused,  and  to  compel  him  to  do  as  he  had  done,  whether 
it  suited  him  or  not,  or  to  be  judged  afraid  of  an  inquiry.  He 
did  not,  of  his  own  volition,  raise  this  legal  barrier  between 
himself  and  an  investigation,  the  laws  of  the  church  interposed 
that  barrier,  not  himself;  or,  to  use  the  very  language  of  his 
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reply — “  It  was  no  position  I  took,  but  one  which  the  law 
created.” 

We  further  understood  the  Bishop  to  say — that  he  intended 
consulting  his  “natural  advisers;”  by  “natural  advisers,”  he 
meant  those  whose  peculiar  position  interested  them  in  the  safety 
of  the  two  great  institutions  of  learning  he  had  founded  in  the 
church.  Damage  to  him  was  damage  to  these  institutions,  and 
it  was  their  right  to  be  consulted.  In  answer  to  the  question, 
if  such  advisers  should  suggest  an  investigation,  would  he 
submit  to  the  same  ?  we  understood  the  Bishop  to  say — “  That 
is  a  large  question  that  I  am  not  prepared  at  this  time  to  answer.” 

This,  we  believe,  embraces  in  brief  what  took  place  at  the 
conference  above  alluded  to — and  this  communication  closes  the 
labors  of  the  committee  appointed  at  the  informal  meeting. 

I  have  the  honor  to  remain, 

Yours,  &c., 

JAS.  W.  WALL, 
Chairman  of  the  Committee. 


Burlington,  July  V7th,  1855. 

Rt.  Rev’d  G.  W.  Doane — 

My  Dear  Sir:  The  petitioners  have  requested  several  times 
a  copy  of  the  proceedings  had  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Vestry. 
Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  give  me  a  statement  of  your  position 
taken  on  that  evening,  and  the  grounds  upon  which  you  rely  to 
sustain  it  ?  I  make  this  request  in  justice  to  yourself. 

Yours,  &c., 


J.  W.  WALL. 


11 


i)  Riverside,  18  July,  185-5. 

My  Dear  Sir: — In  reply  to  yours  of  yesterday,  received 
this  morning,  I  write  as  follows : 

As  soon  as  I  had  read  the  paper  which  you  enclosed  to  me,  I 
saw  that  two  errors  had  been  committed.  An  informal  meeting 
of  members  of  the  Vestry  had  pledged  the  Vestry  to  a  course 
of  action  in  a  certain  event  indicated  by  them  for  which  the 
Vestry  do  not  exist,  and  to  which  they  are  not  competent.  As 
the  next  friend  of  that  body,  I  deemed  it  my  duty  to  point  out 
their  errors ;  and  called  the  meeting  accordingly.  It  was  the 
sole  object  for  which  1  called  it.  As  you  will  remember,  before 
I  had  stated  my  object  you  interposed  with  the  statement  that 
the  Committee  had  themselves  arrived  at  the  same  conclusion, 
and  that  the  petitioners  were  satisfied  of  their  correctness. 
The  point  at  which  I  aimed  was  thus  attained  in  the  most  satis¬ 
factory  manner,  and  the  object  of  the  meeting  was  accomplished. 
There  were,  in  fact,  no  “  proceedings.”  It  was,  as  I  opine,  a 
conference  between  the  Pastor  and  the  Vestry.  When  you  asked 
if  the  course  of  things  might  be  stated  to  the  petitioners,  I  replied 
“  certainly,”  and  requested  you,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  informal  meeting,  to  do  so.  It  can  hardly  be  said 
I  took  any  position.  You  yourself  remarked  that  seeing  an 
error,  and  apprehending  that  the  Vestry  might  inadvertently 
place  themselves  in  a  false  position,  it  was  my  duty,  as  the  law 
officer  of  the  corporation,  to  point  it  out — as  was  distinctly  un¬ 
derstood  ;  and  you  appealed  to  the  understanding.  It  was  no 
position  that  I  took,  but  one  which  the  law  created.  As  you 
yourself  stated  it,  “  the  Vestry  had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  pre¬ 
mises.” 

I  thank  you  for  your  kind  consideration  in  making  the  request 
“  in  justice  to  myself,”  and  am  very  faithfully  your  friend, 

G.  W.  DOANE. 

To  Col.  J.  W.  Wall,  Chairman  of  Committee. 
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The  position  thus  assumed  by  the  Rector,  caused  equal  sur¬ 
prise  and  dismay  to  many  of  his  parishoners,  who  had  hoped  that 
when  these  scandalous  reports  were  fully  and  unmistakably 
brought  to  his  notice,  they  would  be  met  not  only  by  an  indig¬ 
nant  denial,  but  by  a  prompt  challenge  to  the  most  thorough  in¬ 
vestigation.  To  their  great  grief  and  disappointment,  such  was 
not  the  case.  The  result  was  that  many  who  had  before  refused 
to  attach  importance  to  the  prevalent  rumors,  felt  that  they 
could  no  longer  cherish  the  belief  of  his  innocence ;  and  on  the 
14th  of  August  the  following  paper  was  addressed  to  him  : 

To  the  Right  Rev.  Rev’d  G.  W.  Doane,  D.  I).,  Rector  of  St. 

Mary’s  Church,  Burlington,  New  Jersey : 

Right  Rev.  Sir — The  subscribers,  parishoners  of  St.  Mary’s 
Church,  beg  leave  to  represent  to  you  that,  on  the  22d  day  of 
June  last,  a  memorial  signed  by  several  of  the  parishioners  was 
addressed  to  the  Wardens  and  Vestrymen  of  said  Church,  setting 
forth  that  reports  greatly  injurious  to  the  moral  character  of  the 
Rector  were  rife  in  the  community,  and  requesting  them  to  take 
measures  for  their  suppression  and  his  vindication.  A  reply  to  this 
communication  from  an  informal  Committee  of  the  Vestry  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  signers  thereto,  pledging  that  body  to  “  shrink  from 
no  responsibility  and  spare  no  exertions  in  securing  a  full,  fair  and 
impartial  investigation.”  But  the  hope  that  these  scandalous 
reports  would  be  effectually  silenced  proved  fallacious.  At  a 
meeting  of  the  Vestry  called  by  you  a  few  days  later,  you  inter¬ 
posed  a  canon  of  the  Church  (understood  to  be  the  37th  of  1832,) 
as  being  an  effectual  bar  to  any  such  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the 
Vestry  ;  in  which  view  they  acquiesced.  It  was,  however,  on 
that  occasion  represented  to  you  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  before  mentioned,  that  the  allegation  in  that  memorial 
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that  rumors  greatly  inimical  to  your  moral  character  were  rife  in 
the  community  and  throughout  a  wide  extent  of  country,  “  was 
undoubtedly  true  ;  and  that  in  all  kindness,  speaking  for  himself, 
and  he  believed  for  a  majority  of  that  Vestry,  he  conceived  the 
Bishop  owed  it  to  his  high  position  in  the  Church,  to  the  parish 
in  which  he  ministered,  and  to  his  character  as  a  man,  to  submit 
to  an  investigation ;  if  it  could  not  be  formal  according  to  the 
canon,  then  informal  and  outside  the  canon.”  To  this  you  were 
understood  to  reply,  “  that  you  wished  it  was  in  the  power  of 
that  Vestry  to  investigate.”  But  that  “  the  canons  provided  no 
way  in  which  a  Bishop  could  call  for  an  investigation ;  and  for 
you  to  do  it,  would  be  to  establish  a  precedent  against  the  next 
Bishop  who  should  be  falsely  accused,  and  to  compel  him  to  do 
as  you  had  done,  whether  it  suited  him  or  not,  or  to  be  judged 
afraid  of  an  inquiry.”  You  were  further  understood  to  say,  that 
you  intended  consulting  “your  natural  advisers.”  And  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  question,  “  If  such  advisers  should  suggest  an  inves¬ 
tigation,  would  you  submit  to  the  same?”  you  were  understood 
to  say,  “  That  is  a  large  question,  that  I  am  not  prepared  at  this 
time  to  answer.”  These  statements  will  be  confirmed  by  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  correspondence  between  the  memorialists  and  the 
Vestry. 

Several  weeks  have  since  elapsed,  and  nothing,  so  far  as  can 
be  learned,  has  been  done  to  clear  yourself  of  the  stigma  thus 
resting  upon  you.  The  effect  produced  on  the  minds  of  the 
subscribers  has  been  painful  in  the  extreme.  They  have  been 
most  unwillingly  forced  to  the  belief  that  you  are  unable  to  meet 
the  charges  brought  against  you  by  common  report,  and  that 
they  may  be  taken  for  true.  If  the  Vestry  be  prevented  by  the 
Canon  from  making  the  desired  inquisition  into  these  charges,  it 
does  not  appear  that  you  are  in  any  way  disabled  from  making 
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such  inquiry  yourself :  and  the  reason  alleged  for  refusing  to  do 
so,  appears  to  the  subscribers  to  he  a  mere  evasion.  The  wil¬ 
lingness  to  sacrifice  your  own  reputation  to  your  anxiety  lest  the 
precedent  thus  established  should  injure  some  other  Bishop  who 
might  be  in  the  same  need  of  defending  his  character  against 
scandalous  accusations,  and  wThom  (to  use  your  own  language  as 
reported  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  above-mentioned,) 
it  might  not  “  suit  ”  to  have  such  inquiry  made,  might  be 
allowed  to  pass  unquestioned  if  only  yourself  were  concerned ; 
but  the  reputation  and  welfare  of  the  parish  are  also  involved, 
and  the  subscribers  feel  it  to  be  their  duty  to  protest  against  the 
matter  being  dropped  here.  They  believe  that  no  benefit  can 
be  expected  to  attend  the  ministrations  of  a  man,  who,  accused 
by  the  public  voice  of  one  of  the  gravest  offences  in  the  Deca¬ 
logue,  takes  refuge  in  technicalities,  and  refuses  to  permit  inves¬ 
tigation  to  be  made,  or  to  make  it  himself.  His  parishoners  can 
entertain  for  him  neither  respect  nor  regard,  nor  can  they 
willingly  attend  his  public  ministrations.  But  there  is  no  other 
church  in  this  city  to  which  they  can  resort ;  nor,  it  is  well 
known,  will  you  permit  an  independent  parish  to  be  established. 
Those  of  your  congrgation  who  cannot  bring  themselves  to 
receive  your  teachings  have  no  other  resource  than  to  absent 
themselves  altogether  from  the  public  worship  of  the  Church, 
which  many  have  already  done.  The  remedy  for  these  things 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  would  be  an  appeal  to  the  Bishop 
of  the  Diocese  ;  but  as  you  once  observed  to  some  of  your  Ves¬ 
trymen,  “  Gentlemen,  you  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  have  a  Bishop 
for  your  Rector.”  Such  is  indeed  the  case,  and  the  only  re¬ 
source  the  subscribers  have,  and  they  feel  it  to  be  their  right  to 
exercise  it,  is  to  call  upou  you,  as  they  hereby  do,  either  to 
institute  a  satisfactory  investigation  into  the  charges  made 
against  you,  or  to  resign  your  Rectorship,  which  they  believe 
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you  cannot  retain  with  benefit  to  your  congregation  or  to  the 
Church  at  large. 

Burlington ,  August  11th,  1855. 

This  was  signed  hy  twenty-five  of  the  parishoners.  To  it  no 
reply  has  been  received.  The  only  intimation  the  signers  have 
had  of  the  intended  course  of  the  Rector,  is  contained  in  a  com¬ 
munication  which  appeared  in  the  Trenton  “  State  Gazette”  of 
August  22d,  which,  if  not  emanating  from  the  Rector  himself, 
seems  at  least  to  speak  by  authority  : 

ST.  MARY’S  CHURCH,  BURLINGTON. 

Insertion  has  been  requested  in  the  State  Gazette  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  statement,  in  reply  to  an  extract  in  the  Newark  Daily 
Advertiser  of  last  evening,  from  the  New  York  Herald  : 

Certain  persons,  seven  in  number,  two  of  them  not  parishoners, 
addressed  a  petition  in  June  last  to  the  Vestry  of  St.  Mary’s 
Church,  alleging,  in  vague  terms,  the  existence  of  rumors  inju¬ 
rious  to  the  character  of  the  Rector,  and  requesting  them  to  pro¬ 
cure  an  investigation.  At  an  informal  meeting  of  the  Vestry, 
the  petition  was  referred  to  a  Committee,  who,  having  satisfied 
themselves  that  the  Vestry  had  no  power  in  the  premises,  stated 
that  conclusion,  by  their  Chairman,  at  a  regular  meeting  of  the 
Vestry  called  by  the  Rector. 

Last  week  a  paper  was  presented  to  the  Rector,  requesting 
him  to  “  institute”  an  investigation  of  the  rumors  alluded  to,  or 
to  resign  the  Rectorship.  It  had  twenty-five  signers,  of  whom 
sixteen  are  females.  Of  one  hundred  and  sixty  families,  ten 
are  represented.  And  this  after  several  wTeeks  of  canvassing  and 
calumny.  No  charges  are  brought.  It  is  an  allegation  of  the 
existence  of  injurious  rumors,  certified  as  above.  It  calls  upon 
the  Rector  to  do  what  there  is  no  provision  for  his  doing.  The 
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alternative  which  it  proposes  is  his  resignation.  From  the  first 
he  has  put  himself  in  a  posture  of  defence,  and  said,  if  you  have 
charges,  bring  them.  Their  attempt  is,  to  force  him  into  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  it  belongs  to  them  to  institute.  He  replies,  like 
one  before,  whose  arms  had  been  demanded,  “  Come,  and  take 
them.”  As  to  the  signers  placing  “  their  absence  from  Church 
in  its  proper  light,”  it  may  be  well  to  say,  that  the  Church  is 
quite  too  full  to  have  their  absence  noticed.  And  as  to  the 
Church  “languishing,”  the  New  tYork  Herald  is  “the  only 
paper  that  has  the  news.”  It  is  not  known  in  Burlington.  In 
the  year  ending  with  May,  127  were  baptized,  101  confirmed. 

A  Parishioner  of  St.  Mary’s  Church. 

Burlington,  August  21,  1855. 


The  following  reply  to  the  above  appeared  in  the  same  paper 
of  the  27th  August.  As  it  contains  some  statements  tending  to 
throw  light  on  the  condition  of  the  parish,  it  is  appended  here  : 


For  the  State  Gazette. 

ST.  MARY’S  CHURCH,  BURLINGTON. 

The  State  Gazette  of  the  22d  instant  contains  a  statement 
signed  “  A  Parishioner  of  St.  Mary’s  Church,”  which  is  calcu¬ 
lated  to  convey  an  eminently  false  impression  of  things  in  that 
parish,  and  requires  some  correction.  A  memorial,  as  therein 
stated,  was  in  June  last  addressed  to  the  vestry,  calling  their 
attention  to  the  rumors  which  for  months  had  been  circulating, 
uncontradicted,  in  the  community,  to  the  serious  damage  of  the 
Rector’s  character ;  and  requesting  them  to  investigate,  and  if 
possible,  silence  these  reports.  A  committee  of  members  of  the 
Vestry  in  reply  pledged  that  body  to  a  thorough  investigation, 
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and  called  on  the  signers  to  the  memorial  for  an  explicit  state¬ 
ment  of  the  nature  of  the.  reports  alluded  to,  and  the  testimony 
by  which  they  were  to  be  substantiated.  The  signers  declared 
their  entire  readiness  to  give  this  information  ;  but  on  attending 
for  that  purpose  at  the  time  and  place  appointed,  they  were  in¬ 
formed  that  a  certain  canon  had  been  discovered  which  it  was  sup¬ 
posed  did  not  give  the  Vestry  any  power  to  entertain  the  subject ; 
and  the  Committee  accordingly  refused  to  receive  their  testi¬ 
mony.  This  canon  cannot  be  perceived  by  unlearned  persons  to 
bar  such  inquiry  as  was  asked  for  at  the  hands  of  the  Vestry, 
and  it  is  probable  that  if  there  had  been  any  reason  to  hope  for 
a  favorable  termination  to  that  inquiry,  the  canon  would  not  have 
been  found  such  an  insurmountable  obstacle. 

“  A  Parishioner”  further  says  of  the  request  to  resign,  that 
several  weeks  were  spent  in  “  canvassing  and  calumny.”  This 
is  not  true.  There  was  no  calumny.  That  was  monopolised  by 
the  adherents  of  the  Rector.  Neither  was  there  any  canvassing. 
The  papers  containing  the  reply  of  the  V estry  were  not  received 
until  the  27th  July.  The  request  to  resign  was  sent  to  the  Rec¬ 
tor  on  the  14th  of  August,  and  most  of  the  signatures  were  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  preceding  week,  without  any  solicitation  ;  in  fact, 
several  persons  expressed  a  desire  to  sign  to  whom  the  paper 
was  not  presented.  Of  the  twenty-five  signers  twenty  are  com¬ 
municants,  some  of  them  of  twenty  years  standing  ;  one  has  been 
Warden,  and  most  earnestly  urged  by  the  Rector  to  accept  the 
office  again;  and  two  others  have  been  Vestrymen,  and  on  one 
of  them  the  Wardenship  pressed  by  the  Rector,  and  refused.  Of 
the  one  hundred  and  sixty  families  said  to  belong  to  the  parish, 
only  eighty  are  to  be  found  on  the  list  hanging  in  the  Church 
porch.  There  aje  ninety  pews  on  the  floor  of  the  Church ;  of 
these,  sixty-three  are  occupied  by  the  families  on  the  list,  thir¬ 
teen  by  pupils  of  St.  Mary’s  Hall ;  leaving  fourteen  pews  for  the 
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accommodation  of  the  other  eighty  families  said  to  belong  to  the 
Church.  No  wonder  “  A  Parishioner”  thinks  the  Church  full. 

“  A  Parishioner”  complains  that  the  paper  contained  no 
charges.  It  certainly  did  not  repeat  the  reports  which  had  in 
vain  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  Yestry.  That  was  not 
its  object.  They  were  sufficiently  well  known  to  the  Rector 
and  his  supporters  already.  But  it  does  charge,  and  very  dis¬ 
tinctly,  that  the  Rector’s  manner  of  meeting  this  matter,  and  his 
availing  himself  of  every  technicality  and  subterfuge,  and  of  his 
position  of  Bishop  as  well  as  Rector,  to  prevent  investigation, 
had  forced  the  signers  to  the  belief  that  he  could  not  meet  the 
accusation  brought  against  him,  and  had  driven  many  from  the 
Church.  This,  it  might  be  thought,  was  charge  enough,  and 
reason  enough  for  requesting  his  resignation ;  to  say  nothing  of 
the  fact  that  many  of  the  most  respectable  families  in  the  con¬ 
gregation  will  not  admit  him  into  their  houses. 

But,  says  “A  Parishioner,”  “  from  the  first  he  has  put  himself 
in  a  posture  of  defence.”  This  is  the  first  intelligence  his 
parishoners  have  had  of  the  fact.  In  the  Rector’s  letter  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  he  says,  “  It  can  hardly  be  said 
that  I  took  any  position.”  And  again,  “  It  was  no  position  that 
1  took.” 

“  Their  attempt  is  to  force  him  into  a  proceeding  which  it 
belongs  to  them  to  institute.” — In  other  words,  he  will  resist 
every  attempt  at  investigation  of  his  character  as  Rector,  unless 
brought  in  the  shape  of  a  formal  presentment  against  him  as 
Bishop  ;  in  the  belief,  no  doubt,  that  his  parishioners,  recollecting 
the  history  of  the  former  attempts  to  bring  him  to  trial,  the 
expedients  by  which  it  was  for  a  long  time  staved  off,  the  un¬ 
sparing  vituperation  heaped  on  those  who  dared  to  promote  it, 
and  the  miserable  confession  by  which  a  trial  was  finally  escaped, 
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will  not,  except  in  the  last  resort,  enter  on  such  a  contest,  wTith 
so  wily  and  unscrupulous  an  adversary. 

Some  other  of  “  A  Parishioner’s”  statements  seem  to  require 
notice.  Although  he  asserts  the  Church  to  be  too  full  for  any 
absentees  to  be  noticed,  it  is  nevertheless  evident  enough  to  any 
one  acquainted  with  the  congregation,  that  very  many  respected 
and  well-known  faces  are  no  longer  seen  there.  The  influx  of 
summer  visiters  to  Burlington  supplies  their  place  partially  for 
the  time  ;  but  when  these  depart,  the  empty  seats  will  probably 
be  visible  even  to  “  A  Parishioner,”  unless  indeed  they  should 
be  filled  by  detachments  from  St.  Mary’s  Hall ;  an  expedient 
before  now  resorted  to.  Of  those  who  still  continue  their  attend¬ 
ance,  many  do  so  most  reluctantly,  and  only  because  there  is 
no  other  Episcopal  Church  in  the  place. 

“A  Parishioner’s”  statement  of  the  number  of  baptisms  and 
confirmations,  as  illustrative  of  the  prosperity  of  the  parish,  is 
about  as  well  adapted  to  convey  a  correct  impression  as  the  rest 
of  his  communication.  There  are  two  parish  schools  for  boys 
and  girls,  in  which  baptism  is  required  as  a  condition  of  attend¬ 
ance.  Many  persons  not  of  the  Church,  consent  to  the  baptism 
of  their  children  for  the  sake  of  the  tuition.  They  are  brought 
to  the  font  in  dozens  at  a  time,  and  of  course  go  to  swell  the 
list  of  baptisms  in  the  parish.  So  of  the  confirmations.  Almost 
always  one-half,  and  very  generally  three-fourths  of  the  candi¬ 
dates  are,  and  have  been  for  years,  furnished  by  the  two  schools, 
St.  Mary’s  Hall  and  Burlington  College,  which  have  no  proper 
connection  with  the  parish.  Yet  the  gross  number  is  annually 
trumpeted  forth  in  the  papers  and  Church  journals,  as  “  making 
(so  many)  confirmed  in  this  parish  within  the  year.”  In  the 
parish  they  may  be  ;  but  as  certainly  not  of  it.  Such  systematic 
misrepresentations  reflect  no  credit  on  those  who  make  them, 
and  in  the  long  run  can  only  be  injurious  to  the  cause  of  religion, 
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although  for  a  time  they  may  serve  to  give  a  fictitious  appear¬ 
ance  of  prosperity,  or  bolster  up  a  doubtful  reputation. 

Another  Parisioner. 

Burlington,  August  24th,  1855. 

Such,  Right  Reverend  Fathers,  is  the  condition  of  our  parish. 
To  your  consideration  we  respectfully  commend  it.  It  speaks 
for  itself :  we  shall  not  venture  on  any  comments  of  our  own.  In 
your  hands  we  leave  it,  to  take  such  action  as  in  your  wisdom 
you  shall  deem  the  dignity  and  reputation  of  your  order  and  the 
interests  of  the  Church,  to  require. 

We  remain,  Right  Reverend  Fathers, 


Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c. 


CHARLES  ELLIS, 

E.  E.  EOUDINOT, 
WM.  CHALONER, 
CHA’S  W.  KINSMAN, 
DAVID  B.  TRIMBLE, 


►  Committee. 


Burlington ,  Sept.  14th,  1855. 


